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PART | — ELIGIBILITY CERTIFICATION

Include this page in the school’s application as pge 2.

The signatures on the first page of this applicef@mver page) certify that each of the statembalsw
concerning the school’s eligibility and complianvegh U.S. Department of Education, Office for Civil
Rights (OCR) requirements is true and correct.

1.

10.

11.

NBRS 2014

The school configuration includes one or more afdgs K-12. (Schools on the same campus
with one principal, even a K-12 school, must agsyan entire school.)

The school has made its Annual Measurable Objec{i®Os) or Adequate Yearly Progress
(AYP) each year for the past two years and hadeen identified by the state as “persistently
dangerous” within the last two years.

To meet final eligibility, a public school must nielee state’s AMOs or AYP requirements in
the 2013-2014 school year and be certified by taie sepresentative. Any status appeals must
be resolved at least two weeks before the awargsnoay for the school to receive the award.

If the school includes grades 7 or higher, the sthst have foreign language as a part of its
curriculum.

The school has been in existence for five full gettrat is, from at least September 2008 and
each tested grade must have been part of the sidtdbe past three years.

The nominated school has not received the NatBha Ribbon Schools award the past five
years: 2009, 2010, 2011, 2012, or 2013.

The nominated school has no history of testingyirtarities, nor have charges of irregularities
been brought against the school at the time of natan. The U.S. Department of Education
reserves the right to disqualify a school’s appiaraand/or rescind a school’s award if
irregularities are later discovered and provenhaydtate.

The nominated school or district is not refusindi€@fof Civil Rights (OCR) access to
information necessary to investigate a civil rigtdsnplaint or to conduct a district-wide
compliance review.

The OCR has not issued a violation letter of figdito the school district concluding that the
nominated school or the district as a whole hakated one or more of the civil rights statutes.
A violation letter of findings will not be consident outstanding if OCR has accepted a
corrective action plan from the district to remekg violation.

The U.S. Department of Justice does not have aipgsdit alleging that the nominated school
or the school district as a whole has violated anmore of the civil rights statutes or the
Constitution’s equal protection clause.

There are no findings of violations of the Indivadsi with Disabilities Education Act in a U.S.
Department of Education monitoring report that gpplthe school or school district in
guestion; or if there are such findings, the statdistrict has corrected, or agreed to correet, th
findings.
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PART Il - DEMOGRAPHIC DATA

All data are the most recent year available.

DISTRICT (Question 1 is not applicable to non-public schpols

1.

Number of schools in the district
(per district designation):

_ 2 Elementsgkools (includes K-8)
_ 0 Middle/Junior higtheols

1 High schools
0 K-12 schools

3 TOTAL

SCHOOL (To be completed by all schools)

2.

3.

4.

[ 1 Urban or large central city
[ 1 Suburban with characteristics typical of anamtarea
[] Suburban

[1 Small city or town in a rural area

Category that best describes the area whersctio®l is located:

8 Number of years the principal has been inhiegosition at this school.

Grade # of # of Females| Grade Total
Males

PreK 0 0 0
K 9 8 17
1 10 10 20
2 11 17 28
3 9 5 14
4 9 6 15
5 10 12 22
6 11 11 22
7 7 5 12
8 13 9 22
9 0 0 0
10 0 0 0
11 0 0 0
12 0 0 0

Total

Students 89 83 172

Number of students as of October 1 enrollecah grade level or its equivalent in applying s¢hoo
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5. Racial/ethnic composition of

the school:

1 % Asian

__ 15 % American Imda Alaska Native

0 % Black or African American

2 % Hispanic or Latino

1 % Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander

80 % White
0 % Two or more races
100 % Total

(Only these seven standard categories should lgetaseport the racial/ethnic composition of yocingol. The Final Guidance on
Maintaining, Collecting, and Reporting Racial arttiric Data to the U.S. Department of Education jshleld in the October 19,
2007Federal Register provides definitions for each of the seven catiegoy

6. Student turnover, or mobility rate, during tl82 - 2013 year: 13%

This rate should be calculated using the grid beldWe answer to (6) is the mobility rate.

Steps For Determining Mobility Rate

Answer

(1) Number of students who transferted
the school after October 1, 2012 until the
end of the school year

11

(2) Number of students who transferred
from the school after October 1, 2012 unt
the end of the 2012-2013 school year

I 11

(3) Total of all transferred students [sum @
rows (1) and (2)]

—h

22

(4) Total number of students in the schoo
of October 1

as 172

(5) Total transferred students in row (3)
divided by total students in row (4)

0.128

(6) Amount in row (5) multiplied by 100

13

7. English Language Learners (ELL) in the school0 %
0 Total number ELL
Number of non-English languages represented:. 0
Specify non-English languages:

8. Students eligible for free/reduced-priced meals:51 %

Total number students who qualify: __ 83

If this method is not an accurate estimate of #nregntage of students from low-income families, or
the school does not participate in the free andaed-priced school meals program, supply an aceurat
estimate and explain how the school calculateddstisnate.

NBRS 2014
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9. Students receiving special education services: 15 %

25 Total number of students served

Indicate below the number of students with disaegiaccording to conditions designated in the

Individuals with Disabilities Education Act. Do thadd additional categories.

4 Autism 0 Orthopedic Impairment

0 Deafness 2 Other Health Impaired

0 Deaf-Blindness 8 Specific Learning Disability

0 Emotional Disturbance 9 Speech or Language Immeaat

0 Hearing Impairment 0 Traumatic Brain Injury

1 Mental Retardation 0 Visual Impairment IncludBighdness
0 Multiple Disabilities 1 Developmentally Delayed

10. Use Full-Time Equivalents (FTEs), rounded tarast whole numeral, to indicate the number of

personnel in each of the categories below:

Number of Staff

Administrators 3

Classroom teachers 10

Resource teachers/specialists
e.g., reading, math, science, special
education, enrichment, technology,
art, music, physical education, etc.

Paraprofessionals 7

Student support personnel

e.g., guidance counselors, behavior
interventionists, mental/physical
health service providers,
psychologists, family engagement
liaisons, career/college attainment
coaches, etc.

11. Average student-classroom teacher ratio, thalhésntimber of students in the
school divided by the FTE of classroom teachegs, 22:1 16:1
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12. Show daily student attendance rates. Only sifflools need to supply yearly graduation rates.

Required Information 2012-2013| 2011-2012 2010-2011 2009-2010 2008-2009
Daily student attendance 91% 90% 87% 87% 87%
High school graduation rate 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

13.For schools ending in grade 12 (high schools)
Show percentages to indicate the post-secondanssthstudents who graduated in Spring 2013

Post-Secondary Status

Graduating class size 0
Enrolled in a 4-year college or university 0%
Enrolled in a community college 0%
Enrolled in career/technical training program D%
Found employment 0%
Joined the military or other public service 0%
Other 0%

14. Indicate whether your school has previouslgire a National Blue Ribbon Schools award.
Yes No X

If yes, select the year in which your school reedithe award.
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PART Il - SUMMARY

At the upper reaches of the Lynn Canal in South@&lastka a community of learners greets each morning
and enters through a doorway above which is endrdi/gu.aa yax k'wan.” (Be strong. Have courage.)
Because we in the Haines Borough Elementary Sahugrstand that what we believe, what we want, and
what we know determine what we do, we focus onyairay which practices will lead to the success of
every child. By analyzing the assessment data sttmestudent, we focus on what students learn, they
learn, and when learning occurs. The HBSD Resptnk#ervention (Rtl) structure, which is discussed
later in this report, is founded on Best Practieggiiring we continually know what, how, and when
students are mastering skills. In short, we foauthe child.

The Haines Borough School District mission is teetpate life-long learners with the confidencellski
and knowledge to realize their aspirations andrdmute to a changing world.” Our students are pegmi
examples of 21st Century Learners — students whk thritically to collaborate, connect and commuaiée
Our teachers embed the essential skills into dedyons that bring a focus on the 4 Cs of the @éstury
Learner. The high student achievement levels baftained by students in our Haines Elementary Schoo
that includes grades K-8, provide the evidencevleare reaching the goals of our mission.

Haines Elementary School was honored as a TitletioNal Distinguished School in 2012. Our team
comprised of an elementary teacher, a middle sdieacher, the reading specialist, the principad, the
superintendent attended the Title | National Caariee in Nashville. During the conference, our team
presented “Facing Our True North: | Gu.aa Yax X'Wdascribing how our students attained and sustaine
outstanding achievement levels. The presentatiousted on the HBSD leadership structure, academic
intervention strategies, and “blended learningcpcas that integrate technology into our dailygice.

Through community involvement, district leadershipssionate teachers, and student desire, ourldshoo
achieving and maintaining standards of excellefer the course of the 2011-2013 academic years,
Haines Elementary students demonstrate the atuliaghieve excellence:

» Over 90% of our students are advanced/proficientd@ling and writing;
» Nearly 85% of our students are advanced/profidientathematics;
» 100% of our 3rd grade students are proficient auimeg!

The achievement gap between students with IEPgameral education students is shrinking dramagicall
Over the course of the last 2 years, our studettitslizPs have improved:

* Reading scores by nearly 28%;
» Writing scores over 30%; and,
* Math scores nearly 32%.

The strength in these numbers rests on the factitese scores have not merely been achievedalat h
been maintained within a diverse population. Hateashers serve a student population that is 258skal
Native, and approximately 54% of our students ctno@ homes that qualify as low income.

Our students benefit from a variety of Best Pradtithat are evolving through the Response to letdion
(Rtl) protocols. We provide extended time; we dalilessons that encourage 100% engagement; we
provide differentiated scheduling to provide instron at students’ instructional levels (regardlesgrade
levels). Additionally, the HBSD Positive Behaviardalntervention Supports (PBIS) structure impleradnt
since 2011 provides behavioral supports and dinsttuction of schoolwide expectations and hasuped
days of instructional time due to significantly femoffice discipline referrals.

Our student strength reflects community excellehtz@nes is home to the Best Small Public Library in
America (2005), is listed as one of Outside MagaziiTop Ten Places to Live, and is considered the
Adventure Capital of Alaska. Our elementary schsal Title | National Distinguished School; our tig
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school has been nominated as a National Blue RiBlsbiol; our elementary principal is a National
Distinguished Principal (2013). Our community asleethese accolades in the face of a declining
population, significant percentage of familiestigiat or near the poverty level, and the declineeeénues
at the federal, state, and local levels. Our conity@thieves success primarily because we support
enrichment activities and celebrate our divergitptigh the arts, technology, and recreational iietsv
Embracing our diversity fosters 100% engagementshiogvcases the magnitude of local talent.

At the northern reach of Lynn Canal in the South@deska Panhandle, a community nestles within the
Chilkat Valley. Cathedral peaks surge skyward engrgesture as children’s voices rise in the aines
Borough Elementary students finish school for thg @and make their way to myriads of activities in a
community that upholds high expectations for stidecess.
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PART IV — INDICATORS OF ACADEMIC SUCCESS

1. Assessment Results:

a) Believing that every child can and will achiatéhigh standards, we look to the Alaska StandBedsed
Assessments for this summative information. Readitdywriting scores are steadily remaining within o
near the 90th percentile in the school-wide redaltstudents scoring advanced or proficient. \Wiven
examine the rates of increase among our studetitd®R®s, the rates of those achieving advanced or
proficient scores are astounding! The 2011-2018eméc years reveal growth of 14.3 percentage paints
reading. This translates into a 24.7% increasetiNgrscores rose from 55.9% advanced/proficiency to
64.7% - a gain of 8.8 percentage points indicadiridp.74% increase. Math scores were equally
demonstrative of the effectiveness of educationagjams. Scores rose 19.6 percentage points ttiagsla
into a percentage increase of 37.2%! The dataxhatbw demonstrate that our students continueaw g
and achieve. The achievement gap between generedtsah and special education students is shrinking
rapidly and rates of HBSD students scoring advalpeceficient remains significantly higher than staie
percentages.

% of HBSD Elementary Students Scoring Advancedi€ssft on AK SBA

All HBSD Students State HBSD Students wsdbilities State

Reading 2009 88.5% 79.5% 72.7% 42.8%
Reading 2010 91.5% 81.9% 57.9% 45.9%
Reading 2011 92.3% 78.4% 70.8% 41.1%
Reading 2012 92% 80.1% 73.9% 44%
Reading 2013 94.2% 78.3% 72.2% 40.6%
Writing 2009 82% 75.9% 50% A7)
Writing 2010 88.2% 74.1% 57.9% 37.1%
Writing 2011 90.5% 74.2% 70.8% 37.4%
Writing 2012 87.9% 74.2% 73.9% 38.2%
Writing 2013 87.1% 73.8% 64.7% 37%
Math 2009 76.2% 68.6% 45.4% 3.9
Math 2010 85.6% 71.1% 52.7% 3.2
Math 2011 84.6% 68.7% 62.5% 3.6
Math 2012 83.9% 68.6% 69.5% 3.2

Percent of Change: HBSD Elementary Students wilts|IE

Percentage of Adv./Prof. (From 2011-2013) fYUtorease

Reading 2010-2013 From 57.9% to 72.2%% +24.7%
Writing 2010-2013 From 55.9% to 64.7% +15.74%
Math 2010-2013 From 52.7% to 72.3% +37.2%%

b) HBSD researched intervention programs to imptegening and literacy. We found Fast ForWord, a
computer-based program backed by over 30 yearsaof kesearch. ARRA funding made it possible to
purchase this program 3 years ago. FFW acceldestesng by developing cognitive skills, memory,
attention, processing, and sequencing. The resultsing FFW in the Haines Borough Elementary Sthoo
prove that it is effective for all learners regasl of ability level. After participating in FFWhe average
reading gain for 93 students that were assessd@tZM1 was 1 year, 9 months in an average tim&of 5
days. Before participating in FFW, the 93 studevese on average at the 29th percentile in the ndto
reading. After completing one or more FFW progratingse students scored at the 56th percentile. This
reflects a percentile gain of 27 points.

The performance trends reflected in the test damaothstrate that the Response to Intervention (Rtl)
structure is highly effective. The Rtl frameworklimdes clear definitions for placement of studémfEiers
1, 2, or 3. It is important to note that the tiare general education specific. A foundational congmt of
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Rtl is the Child Study Team (CST) which meets twéeeh month to address specific learning needs of
students who are operating below or above grad# terms. Behavioral support needs are met thrdugh
Positive Behavior and Intervention Supports (PBi&nework.

Steps in the Rtl/PBIS process are:

1) Initial referral - the teacher brings the congtepre-referral form to the CST that outlines stud
strengths, areas of concern, classroom performarets, and universal strategies applied to cotirext
problem. Data sources include universal screemialg such as: SWIS (office referrals, minor viaas),

MAP scores, DRA scores, AIMS Web, SBA, Fast ForWardicators, PowerSchool grades and attendance,
as well as hearing and vision check results.

2) An action plan is created that includes: a higpsis, goals, progress monitoring tools, deternanadf
intervention, action items, and timeline for review

3) After the intervention has been in place antbfedd with fidelity for 4-6 weeks, the team reviews
updated data and makes a decision on further action

4) If the intervention is effective, the team suglgestrategies to decrease the amount of scaftpltfithe
problem persists, the student is placed in the tiextA referral for special education is madeycaiter
Tier 3 interventions have been followed with fitkeland the data shows little or no improvement.

Academic growth among students receiving speciat@tibn supports is significant and due to
establishment of an inclusion model. With the behat every child deserves an opportunity to beosed
to the "good stuff" in education, special needsnaet within the general education setting to theatgst
extent possible. This requires adequate parapiofedssupport and relatively low caseloads for 8pEd
teachers. We have been able to accommodate thisl inecause our SpEd teachers also teach general
education classes. This serves two primary purpd3éasormalizes” the teachers' work among the estits]
and, 2) allows for greater latitude in providingamay of course offerings to promote 100% student
engagement. The results are resoundingly cleathisa&pproach is sound practice. All studentsaaking
academic gains. All students are more closely mgdtehavioral expectations. Our learning commusity
vibrant.

2. Using Assessment Results:

Haines Elementary School teachers believe muléiptessments including formative and summative:
Alaska Standards Based Assessment (SBA); Measukeaafemic Progress (MAP); AIMs (progress
monitoring); and, curriculum-based assessments €BPhe data is collected and analyzed at key point
throughout school year. In-service and common pretime is dedicated to review and analyze
assessment data at the beginning, middle, andfeéhd academic year.

* SBA - Summative Assessment data is reviewed eaghgSphen the test results are reported to
districts. The principal cites the criterion-refeced data in classroom profiles and delivers the
information to teachers before school is releasethie summer. This allows teacher teams to
discuss and plan specific curricular strategieswhlhaddress overall and individual learning need
of their incoming students.

* MAP — Formative Assessment data is reviewed setienak during the school year. The nationally
normed test is administered in the fall, winterd apring of each year. The 2013-2014 MAP
information completes a full year of data that \ailow deeper analysis for trends. Initial data
indicates positive growth in key areas in readiagguage usage, and mathematics. Students who
are new-to-the-district are assessed soon aftelie@nt to measure areas of strength and need.
Teacher teams examine the data at the classroomdintiual levels during bi-weekly Child
Study Team meetings.

» AlMs Web — Progress monitoring data delivers “dijpksed” information for students on
individualized education plans and students rengiViier 2 intervention supports. The information
is utilized to establish learning goals, as weltramitoring progress.
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* CBA - Curriculum-Based Assessments are one of gesaores Haines Elementary School teachers
use to gauge levels of student progress. Teachars s/ork samples during the monthly common
planning periods and discuss next steps in lesasigial The principal and intervention specialists
monitor current grades of students receiving Tian@ Tier 3 supports on at least a weekly basis.
Data is used to track intervention effectivenestmeasure time frames for moving into the next
Rtl tier level or being exited from interventionpgports.

Teachers enable parents to understand the progmexfshcademic growth for their children with:

» Training sessions on K-3 reading and writing cadin

* Explanation of assessments such as AIMS Web, MA® Fast Forward during parent conferences;

* Monitoring of grades, progress, and teacher/par@mmunication through PowerSchool (web-
based school information system);

* Open House orientation and parent training on dallaction and use;

* Regular communication with teachers (face-to-faefeile and after school, e-mails, telephone,
newsletters); and,

» Continuous individual parent conferences with allhited support staff (sharing results of Child
Study Team action).

Community members are updated on student achiewdeats annually via the HBSD Report Card to the
Public. Initiative to share our success storie$ whe public is necessary to honor the studentsteachers’
commitments to reaching high expectations. Sharimgsuccesses with our legislators is necessaing
light to the fact that Alaska public schools areetive and deserve full funding.

3. Sharing Lessons Learned:

Haines Elementary School was honored as a TitletioNal Distinguished School in 2012. Our team
comprised of an elementary teacher, a middle sdiracher, the reading specialist, the principal, the
superintendent attended the Title | National Caariee in Nashville. During the conference, our team
presented “Facing Our True North: | Gu.aa Yax X'Wdescribing how our students attained and sustaine
outstanding achievement levels. The presentationsied on the HBSD leadership structure, academic
intervention strategies, and “blended learningcpcas that integrate technology into our dailygice.

Our Positive Behavior and Intervention Supportsi@Beaders presented at a national school coursselo
conference to share how PBIS when applied witHifideicreases student learning. Students gaingd 7.
school days during the 2012-2013 school year (coedpaith the 2011-2012 year) due to a significant
decrease in office discipline referrals. Additidpathe HBSD PBIS leadership collaborates with loca
mental health agencies to promote positive decigiaking at school, in the home, and in the communit
The close collaboration with local and state menéallth agencies is notable on a national level.
Additionally, our HBSD guidance counselor has pnésé at multiple state conferences to share infooma
about the journey we have undertaken during PBi8dmentation.

As a National Distinguished Principal (2013), theneentary principal shared successful strategiebave
employed in attaining high levels of academic aadieent at state and national conferences. Systthic
and PBIS strategies were discussed. State andahtietworking strengthens our practice benefitting
student learning. Key points included stressingasleef that every child can achieve at high lexagld how
our vocation as educators is truly a calling tavsehildren, families, and communities.

4. Engaging Families and Community:

In response to a goal stated in the HBSD Strafelgic to “establish an effective school advisoryremiu
that provides support and input to the school basitdtlents, teachers and administration and helpsitd
bridges between the school and community”, the HEEDnentary School Advisory Council (SAC) was
formed. The SAC is comprised of parent represamstirom grade level teams (K-2, 3-5, 6-8), the BBS
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Title | coordinator/reading specialist, a classrdeacher, and an administrator.

The purpose of the SAC is to “foster a successfutational experience achieved through a strong
partnership between a student’s home and schoobanmvents. We stress the importance of team tegchin
through a healthy school and home connection. Keyributions from the SAC include:

* Review/revision of the school/parent compact;

* Improved school/home connections via specifiedsctasn parents;

* Increased parent involvement in school wide desisiaking; and,

* Improved formal and informal communication methods.

» Parents and community members regularly accepiitims to participate in our local school as
evidenced by the following:

* Volunteer Support - Parents and community memlograih average of 3,000 hours of volunteer
time per year.

» Parenting and teacher education classes for 1-2¢idylLove and Logic (in collaboration with
Lynn Canal Counseling Services)

* Readers’ Theater coaching and performances

* Volunteers within the school day from community niiems and high school students as “Bigs” in
the Big Brothers/Big Sisters program serving staska-risk

» Parent and grandparent leadership for Kindergaerter time (Annual Mother’s Day quilting
projects with grandparents)

» Collaborations — Community-based agencies commiitt¢kle natural sciences, historical culture,
and healthy lifestyles bring educational opporiesiinto the classroom. Students are involved in
and contribute to authentic community-based knogeed

* Lynn Canal Counseling Services support individliaints within the school setting and referral
assistance for families. The LCCS sponsor stafebgpment and parent education that are aligned
to meet school- and community-wide needs.

e Cultural activities (Sheldon Museum monthly edumaail programming, Klukwan Culture Day)

» Haines Fire Department and Haines Borough PoliggaRment (annual Fire Prevention Week;
substance use prevention task force)

» Haines Borough Public Library (awarded as the B&sall Library in America - 2005) provides
year-round educational programs

» Takshanuk Watershed Council works with studentsteachers for hands-on science projects (i.e.
stream surveys, composting from school lunchesstitbnt vegetable gardening, forest studies,
frost tube monitoring)

* American Bald Eagle Foundation for curriculum supas well as inclusion in the annual Bald
Eagle Festival (including assemblies for live-hprésentations)

» Alaska Department of Fish & Game, and Northern Beast Regional Aquaculture Association for
salmon egg collection and consultation in reariggsan the classroom

» Exploratories for grades 6-8 are taught by commyumiémbers with expertise in: arts (visual and
dance); archery; career exploration; Native amifiting; gourmet cooking; martial arts; technology;
film-making; photography.
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PART V — CURRICULUM AND INSTRUCTION

1. Curriculum:

The Haines Borough School District has been irttih@es of curriculum writing and revision for thagp 7
years. Due to the size of our district, teachedées and administrators serve as “curriculum damsét
Teacher teams unpack the Alaska State Content &@t#s)dhational standards, and Common Core State
Standards to vertically (K-12) and horizontallyésilic grade level) align the curriculum. Mappirsgfully
discussed to investigate curricular gaps and reshgids.

Reading/English Language Arts curricula includeoramended reading resources (Houghton Mifflin) and
writing resources (Lucy Calkins’ Units of Study)vety teacher supplements the “adopted” resourde wit
leveled reading materials to use in guided readitdCAFE models. Authentic literacy experienceduite
readers’ theater productions, author celebratiand,digital storytelling.

Mathematics curricula are supported with Growingi¥ilath (McGraw-Hill) in grades K-5 and Glencoe in
grades 6-8. The two resources are supplementeceditbational technology applications such as
MobyMax, MathWhizz, and ixl. These supplements niegitzidual learning needs of students operating
below, at, and above grade level.

Science activities are largely place-based andjiate technology. They include authentic projeathsas:

» Students in grade 6 participated in the Storm Dirdace-Based Learning Project in partnership
with the Takshanuk Watershed Council to investigaig map the storm drains in Haines. Students
collaboratively planned the project and shared dita class Wiki. To communicate results,
students created a PSA video in iMovie and anaeatere, layered maps utilizing Google Maps an
PowerPoint. Both the map and Wiki were shared lmca@ and state level for the Haines Borough
and a salmon-rearing project. Other activities asdecal geographic formations and watersheds.

* The Salmon Buddies Collaboration with 4th and Stdgrs in Michigan was initiated by Haines 1st
graders. Students raised salmon fry from eggs altected data to gauge and record pH levels,
water temperatures, and rates of growth. Collalmratwvere conducted via Skype and salmon were
released in the local Klehini River.

» HBSD students participate in the GLOBE (Global Inéag and Observations to Benefit the
Environment) program in which bud count data, gbfreeze levels, and precipitation levels are
collected and entered into a global database. Btsidgaph multi-year results and make predictions
by calculating trend lines.

» Social Studies units integrate educational techgyoleith the use of Skype, Edmodo, International
Blog Roll, Google Maps, Google Earth, and Flyinguii® Students connected with peers in Mexico
via the AK to MEX Project. They followed and comniesh one another’s blog entries and shared
cultural traditions, celebrations, and events.

» Visual and Performing Arts are provided to studémigrades K-8 in the following manner:

* General music instruction 2 times/week for studantgades K-4;

* Instrumental and choral music instruction 5 timesivfor students in grades 5-8;

» Artinstruction by a certified art instructor 3 @s/week for students in grades K-5 (includes
painting, drawing, ceramics, and analysis of thary elements of art) ; and,

» Artinstruction by a certified art instructor 9 vkaéyear for students in grades 6-8.

Physical/Health/Nutrition Education is providedetery student in grades K-5 a minimum of 3 timess pe
week and 5 times per week for students in gradgsTée HBSD nutritionist team-teaches with the jitals
education teacher several times per year to inkedpealthy food choice education with healthy tijées
education. Additionally, the physical educatiornctear integrates phonemic awareness, literacy, and
mathematics concepts regularly into her daily lass@his practice successfully combines discrete sk
instruction with kinesthetic activities to embedllskcquisition solidly into long-term memory.
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Technology is available to each student with thelé&mentation of laptop carts, iPad carts, and
SmartBoards. Technology education is integratemitimt regular school day for students in gradesaféd
is delivered as a separate class to students deg@8. Technology is but a tool to help students
communicate their learning in a manner complicttwthe 21st Century Learner.

2. Reading/English:

Reading proficiency is a non-negotiable at all greevels. The Haines Borough Strategic Plan astesl
that 100% of 3rd graders will be proficient readémdight of this attainable goal, HBSD prioritie
resource allocation to early intervention.

The HBSD Rtl framework rests on the foundation migosess monitoring and formative assessment. An
instructional focus on learning supersedes a foougaching. Conversations revolve around how stisde
are demonstrating their levels of knowledge ancewstdnding through multiple assessments. Primas} le
teachers (grades K-2) focus energy on direct in8tm to strengthen phonemic awareness and comventi
of print. Elementary teachers (grades 3-5) incajmostrategies that support “reading to learn” aghon-
fiction reading integrated with other content areaaders theater to develop fluency, and liteeatincles
to increase student engagement. Middle school ¢ea¢hrades 6-8) deliver reading instruction that i
integrated within other content areas. Differeetisscheduling provides time during the instructiatzsy

for intervention supports. Our reading specialifiéTl Coordinator works closely with teachers,dsnts,
and families to build and hone skills that will destudents to proficiency as readers, thinkers |e@ahers.

The line between the services a student with arré€Bives and a student needing supports on theoRes
to Intervention Pyramid is blurred. HBSD adoptegash-in” (inclusion) model for meeting the needs o
students with special needs in order to gain exosuthe “good stuff” in education. We have limdite
“pull-outs” except to offer programs with presciigt strategies to build skills in reading suchFeast
ForWord, Reading Assistant, Reads Naturally, CaResrdy and Key Train, Wilson Reading System, and
Achieve 3000 (TeenBiz). The services are distinatticulated, delivered and monitored, but the roeth
the art - of delivering those services has changedodel an inclusive setting to honor the “leastrictive
environment” ideal. Interventions are examinedghtl of current levels of an individual’'s achievemand
according to the HBSD Rtl framework. Implementatadrilexible grouping provides variations within
whole group, small group, and individualized instron according to the child’s level of need. Nader do
we have “my students/your students”. Now, we haue ‘students” throughout our conversations.

3. Mathematics:

HBSD Mathematics Philosophy: “The Haines Boroughd®l District understands that mathematics is the
study/discipline of relationships and patternsumiber and space. Our students will develop fouadati
understandings of mathematics, and through mulépfeeriences will learn to value mathematics agawa w
of thinking and communicating. HBSD students wélémpowered to move boldly into their futures &yth
apply mathematics in every-day life and in newatituns.

HBSD students who are skillful and knowledgeablemathematics are able to:
* communicate ideas and mathematical reasoning;
» display confidence in approaching complex and neugiroblems;
» demonstrate competence in routine mathematicallegions;
* value mathematics as meaningful and relevant io lities;
* take risks;
» apply a variety of strategies to solve problems;
» apply learning to real-world situations.
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The classroom that supports these skills and igbl$ of knowledge will provide:
* engaging activities;
* in-depth investigations;
» regular and consistent opportunities for skill pices
» multiple and varied mathematical learning expemsneithin and across content areas to cement
learning;
» opportunities for reflection and evaluation;
» opportunities for students to discover the releeain¢ and value of mathematics in our world.

The HBSD mathematics philosophy stated above exbf@ilom a multi-year curriculum realignment process
Our district-wide assessment scores signified d fareincreased attention to math instruction. @ath
scores lagged woefully behind our language arteescand we were not making improvements. We
embarked on a substantive K-12 curricular revisiat has led to increased student achievement. Our
curriculum is now aligned with state standards wjtlcific attention given to the Common Core Conten
Standards. The adopted curricular resources incBrdeiing With Math (McGraw-Hill) for grades K-5, dn
Glencoe for grades 6-12. Teachers use the resocasaase set of materials necessary for mathematics
instruction that reflects Best Practice. Additidpah multi-grade team of teachers and the priricipa
participated in the Alaska State Math Consortiustitate in 2010-2011. The subsequent improvement in
math scores speaks to the quality of our colledteess.

When 8th grade students demonstrate advancedipraficin math, they attend the high school algdbra
class. During the 2012-2013 school year, 52% ofdtluigraders qualify for acceleration in their math
careers as demonstrated by SBA scores, MAP samdsurriculum-based assessments. Students inggrade
6-8 attend leveled math classes that provide iotitm at their instructional levels. Students iadgs K-5

are provided with small group and/or individualizestruction determined by analyzing multiple
assessment scores. Our goal is to identify gagsowledge, provide appropriate instruction, andkator

attain or surpass grade level expectations.

4. Additional Curriculum Area:

A cursory overview of our assessment scores refi@cteed to focus on writing instruction. The HBSD
School Board took a significant step toward thisthby contracting with a Literacy Coordinator. The
HBSD Literacy Coordinator was instrumental in ebsdiing the Children’s Reading Foundation of Haines
and formalizing collaborations between HBSD, HaiHesidStart, and Chilkat Valley Preschool teachers.
The duties of this consultant include the following

» Coordinates K-5 literacy efforts with the Haines®agh School District, including but not limited
to curriculum, assessments, pedagogy and profedsienelopment;

» Facilitates the development of curriculum alignedéth the Common Core State Standards and
Alaska Content and Performance Standards;

» Facilitates the design of the response to inswadbr the Haines Elementary School;

» Supports classroom teachers with reading and \gritistruction;

e Conducts demonstration lessons;

» Collaborates in grade level data analysis meetings;

* Provides staff development;

» Assists with school-wide assessments (MAP, SBA, LBA

e Team teaches with classroom teachers;

» Serves as a resource identifying instructionatetyias and interventions;

» Coordinates and leads K-2 and 3-5 collaboratiegdity instruction studies:

* Conducts on-going book study groups with the UaiitStudy (Lucy Calkins);

» Supplies teachers with record keeping ideas/forfaatsiformal and formal assessments.

The results of two years of working with our LiteyaCoordinator will be quantitatively reflectedtime
2014 SBA scores. Qualitative data reveals thatestisdare receiving increased writing instructiagredd
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with Common Core State Standards. All teachersadeg K-5 are implementing Lucy Calkins’ Units of
Study. This will be expanded to include teachergratles 6-8 in the 2014-2015 academic year. It is
common to see elementary students carry writingngls with them throughout the day. Groups and
individuals add to their writing portfolios duriignch and recess times. Students traveling forlfami
vacations are adamant about including their wrifagnals in their travel backpacks. Author celdirzs,
authentic publications, and cross-grade writingdiesi create a school of authors who are growindklyee
in traits defining strong writers (6+1 Traits of Mifig).

5. Instructional Methods:

In order to provide opportunities for all childremachieve, we must ensure certain access. In dlveehl
Borough Elementary School, certain access is peavitrough our Response to Intervention (Rtl) model
that includes extended time, planning for 100% etd@ngagement, and providing
interventions/enrichment.

EXTENDED TIME — A basic tenet of the Rtl model T&@rgeted Instruction + Time = Learning (Buffum,
Mattos, Weber, Pyramid Response to Interventio@920T o that end, we extend the school day and the
school year to provide assistance. For examplee students arrive early in the mornings to rec8ive
minutes of individual or small group reading assise from the HBSD Reading Specialist/Title |
Coordinator, or to complete Fast ForWord protocBtame students are reluctant learners and we @rovid
after-school mandatory homework help for grades Ri8dergarten students participate in “Kindergarte
Call-Back”, a 45-minute after-school small grougrld@ng session to strengthen early literacy and
mathematic skills. While all students are welcomattend Summer School, specific students areialffic
and cordially invited to attend this 3-week intdgthalearning session.

100% ENGAGEMENT - Student engagement is a comggelfotor for improving student achievement and
extends beyond the charisma of the teacher. THeCZIgury learner interacts naturally with techiggion

a daily basis. The 21st Century teacher understaosntegrating technology throughout the curnicnl

will result in high levels of engagement. Exampméshis in the Haines Elementary School include:
Robotics League; SeaPerch/SeaGlide underwatericspblistory Day (in 2011-2012, a student with
special needs won at the state level and attet@edational competition); Exploratories (projecséa
elective activities); Annual Retreat (3-day campietgeat for community-building in grades 6-8);s30

grade reading and writing activities (reading beddn grades K and 4; 8th grade children’s bookarst
work with 2nd grade authors); integrated educatitezhnology.

INTERVENTION & ENRICHMENT — When we in Haines Borgl Elementary School commit ourselves
to “doing the right work for the right reasons,” wee committing to the belief that every child ideato
achieve at high levels.

* When our writing assessments showed that we ngededus on writing instruction, an elementary
teacher organized a Boys’ Writing Club.

* When a 6th grade math student demonstrated signifiack of progress, an individualized program
at her instructional level was developed, andiadchprofessional delivered the instruction.

* When a kindergartener came to school reading atlayeade level, teachers aligned their class
schedules to allow for flexible grouping that aceoodated the youngster’s interaction with 2nd
grade readers in their classroom.

* When 8th grade students demonstrate advancedipraficin math, they attend the high school
algebra 1 class.

* When young people learn the art of self-regulatiodependence, and goal-setting (through
behavioral interventions), they experience greatedemic and social-emotional gains.

6. Professional Development:

The Haines Borough School District’'s commitmenatoestablished and articulated Response to
Intervention (Rtl) model provides focus for evergfessional activity within our district. The prefonal
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development plans over the past few years focukraajor goal areas: 1) Improve Student Achievement
Levels in Reading, Writing, and Math Across All @ps and Subgroups (data sources: SBA, AIMS Web,
Classroom-Based Assessments, Measurement of Acadouress, Early Learning Assessment); 2)
Develop/Revise K-12 Curriculum (data source: HB38fgssional development evaluation, accreditation
review); 3) Improve/Enhance Positive School Clim@i&ta source: SCCS, annual schoolwide student and
parent surveys); and, 4) Integrate Instructionahhelogy to Improve Student Learning (data sources:
HBSD Technology Plan, HBSD Instructional Technol@yrvey).

Objectives to reach our 4 goals include: forma#iud summative achievement data analyses; Rtl dasidn
implementation; improvement in math and writingiagkement; curriculum mapping; aligned, cohesive K-
12 English/Language Arts curricula development;sistent classroom management strategy development;
collaboration and team planning formalization t@inve instruction; and, educational technology
integration.

Action on our goals and objectives resulted in aiaayof activities:

* Ateam of teachers from elementary, middle schaad, high school, along with the K-12 principal,
participated in the Alaska Math Consortium Basstilte over the course of the 2010-2011
academic year.

» We are participating in a series of workshops spatsby the Northwest Evaluation Association to
train us in data analysis as the cornerstone ofnstnuctional decision-making. Stepping Stones to
Using Data and Climbing the Data Ladder are 2 exesnpf this professional development that
teaches us how to analyze, interpret, and appBsasgent information gained from MAP.

» Fast ForWord training continues to be facilitated arganized through our Title | Coordinator’s
leadership. A team of FFW coaches attended thenid_earning Institute.

» Our teachers meet monthly in 2-hour Common Plans@sgions to analyze data, discuss the
implications of the data results, plan lessons,rasdarch strategies for improved learning. This
collegial approach is closely aligned with curresgearch-based Best Practices. Outcomes include:
literacy workshop implementation, math lessons ¢émaphasize visual representation, and focused
book studies.

» We worked with our behavior specialist to deveiamplement, and monitor behavior plans for
students in Tiers 2 and 3 of the PBIS Pyramid.

» Our work developing and implementing PBIS is ledliyy HBSD PBIS Leadership Team and is
supported by an external coach.

7. School Leadership

In the Haines Borough Elementary School, sharedkeleship is provided through traditional administrat
structures, as well as leadership teams.

HBSD Administrative Team (Superintendent, PringijsgdEd Director/Ass’t Principal)

Excerpt from Northwest Assoc. of Accredited Schdvésponse Team Report 2009 — “The [HBSD]
administrative team has authority, decision-makiogers, and credibility with the staff to lead swhool

in achieving the strategic plan mission, beliefg] axpectations as currently drafted. Staff repiateniced
support and confidence in the administrative teara whole. The three individual administrators piev
ongoing leadership, support and encouragemenatio Shey communicate a shared vision and strongese
of high expectations for students and staff aldferentiated, student-centered learning, andesitid
success for ALL students is the central themelfisradministrative team and they consistently natév
staff toward this vision.”

HBSD Guiding Coalition — Aiming for Excellence

The mission of the HBSD Guiding Coalition is to lement a model of teaching and learning by crgatin
systems within our school and district in which mmeacher and every learner has the opportunity an
support necessary for continual improvement.” Thisrarching leadership team addresses and motfiwrs
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district’s progress toward the HBSD Strategic Rjaals. Teacher leaders represent K-5, 6-8, highach
math, high school English, and special educatian.Tle | Coordinator, Literacy Coach, Special
Education Director, and Principal also serve os tham.

Positive Behavior Intervention Support Leadershaam

The PBIS Leadership Team is representative of eleamg middle school, high school certified and
classified staff, and administration. The HBSD Guicde Counselor serves as the District PBIS Coaimlina
Team members develop the school-wide PBIS actian, phonitoring behavior data, maintain
communication with staff and the external coaclajwate and report progress. The team analyzesnturre
data and problem-solves solutions to critical issi@am members lead staff development activities t
result in our HBSD PBIS structure including behaaidesson plan development and expectation matrice
HBSD has been approached to serve as a modettistrPBIS implementation by state leaders.

Child Study Teams

Certified and classified teachers regularly megjrade level teams (K-2, 3-5, 6-8) to discuss $jgeci
interventions for students who are not making adegprogress. Academic and behavioral data areghar
along with results from current interventions. Teams formulate plans that include clearly defined
intervention strategies, timelines, and methodsaaitor progress. Teams reconvene after a prerdeted
length of time to assess the effectiveness of piptied interventions. Adjustments to the interventplans
are made and the process continues.
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PART VII - ASSESSMENT RESULTS

STATE CRITERION--REFERENCED TESTS

Subject: Math Test: Alaska Standards-Based Assessment
All Students Tested/Grade: 3 Edition/Publication Year: 2013
Publisher:

School Year 2012-2013 2011-2012 2010-2011 2009-20[L2008-2009
Testing month Apr Apr Apr Apr Apr
SCHOOL SCORES*

% Proficient plus % Advanced 82 95 94 100 88

% Advanced 35 33 50 38 25
Number of students tested 17 21 18 16 16
Percent of total students testgd 100 100 100 100 0 10
Number of students tested wiftD 0 0 0 0
alternative assessment

% of students tested with 0 0 0 0 0

alternative assessment

SUBGROUP SCORES

1. Free and Reduced-Price
Meals/Socio-Economic/
Disadvantaged Students

% Proficient plus % Advanceq 78 90 92 100 100
% Advanced 11 0 39 46 22
Number of students tested 9 10 13 11 9
2. Students receiving Special

Education

% Proficient plus % Advanceq 0 100 83 100 100
% Advanced 0 0 17 50 0
Number of students tested 0 3 6 2 3

3. English Language Learner

Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

4. Hispanic or Latino
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

5. African- American
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

6. Asian Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

7. American Indian or
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Alaska Native Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 50 100 50 100 100
% Advanced 0 0 0 25 0
Number of students tested 4 2 2 4 3
8. Native Hawaiian or other

Pacific Islander Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

9. White Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 92 94 100 100 83
% Advanced 50 39 56 50 33
Number of students tested 12 18 16 10 12

10. Two or More Races
identified Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

11. Other 1: Other 1

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

12. Other 2: Other 2

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

13. Other 3: Other 3

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

NOTES:
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STATE CRITERION--REFERENCED TESTS

Subject: Math Test: Alaska Standards-Based Assessment
All Students Tested/Grade: 4 Edition/Publication Year: 2013
Publisher:

School Year 2012-2013 2011-2012 2010-2011 2009-20[L2008-2009
Testing month Apr Apr Apr Apr Apr
SCHOOL SCORES*

% Proficient plus % Advanced 95 82 100 79 94

% Advanced 45 47 44 32 35
Number of students tested 20 17 16 19 17
Percent of total students testgd 100 100 100 100 0 10
Number of students tested wittD 0 0 0 0
alternative assessment

% of students tested with 0 0 0 0 0

alternative assessment

SUBGROUP SCORES

1. Free and Reduced-Price
Meals/Socio-Economic/
Disadvantaged Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 90 85 100 78 100
% Advanced 30 39 56 33 13
Number of students tested 10 13 9 9 8
2. Students receiving Special

Education

% Proficient plus % Advanced 100 60 100 67 50
% Advanced 33 20 50 33 0
Number of students tested 3 5 2 6 2

3. English Language Learner

Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

4. Hispanic or Latino
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

5. African- American
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

6. Asian Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

7. American Indian or
Alaska Native Students

% Proficient plus % Advanceq 100 50 100 20 100

% Advanced [ 0 0 0 0 0
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Number of students tested

8. Native Hawaiian or other
Pacific Islander Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

9. White Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

94

86

100

100

92

% Advanced

53

50

60

46

39

Number of students tested

17

14

10

13

13

10. Two or More Races
identified Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

11. Other 1: Other 1

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

12. Other 2: Other 2

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

13. Other 3: Other 3

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

NOTES:
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STATE CRITERION--REFERENCED TESTS

Subject: Math Test: Alaska Standards-Based Assessment
All Students Tested/Grade: 5 Edition/Publication Year: 2013
Publisher:

School Year 2012-2013 2011-2012 2010-2011 2009-20[L2008-2009
Testing month Apr Apr Apr Apr Apr
SCHOOL SCORES*

% Proficient plus % Advanced 81 79 77 95 70

% Advanced 48 26 18 45 40
Number of students tested 21 19 22 20 20
Percent of total students testgd 100 100 100 100 0 10
Number of students tested wittD 0 0 0 0
alternative assessment

% of students tested with 0 0 0 0 0

alternative assessment

SUBGROUP SCORES

1. Free and Reduced-Price
Meals/Socio-Economic/
Disadvantaged Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 71 73 83 91 33
% Advanced 43 27 25 37 22
Number of students tested 14 11 12 11 9
2. Students receiving Special

Education

% Proficient plus % Advanced 60 67 83 100 0
% Advanced 40 33 33 0 0
Number of students tested 5 3 6 1 2
3. English Language Learner

Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

4. Hispanic or Latino
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

5. African- American
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

6. Asian Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

7. American Indian or
Alaska Native Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 50 80 60 100 71

% Advanced [ 0 0 0 0 29
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Number of students tested

8. Native Hawaiian or other
Pacific Islander Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

9. White Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

84

73

82

93

67

% Advanced

53

36

24

60

42

Number of students tested

19

11

17

15

12

10. Two or More Races
identified Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

11. Other 1: Other 1

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

12. Other 2: Other 2

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

13. Other 3: Other 3

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

NOTES:
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STATE CRITERION--REFERENCED TESTS

Subject: Math Test: Alaska Standards-Based Assessment
All Students Tested/Grade: 6 Edition/Publication Year: 2013
Publisher:

School Year 2012-2013 2011-2012 2010-2011 2009-20[L2008-2009
Testing month Apr Apr Apr Apr Apr
SCHOOL SCORES*

% Proficient plus % Advanced 83 88 88 76 55

% Advanced 28 33 63 38 35
Number of students tested 18 24 16 21 20
Percent of total students testgd 100 100 100 100 0 10
Number of students tested wittD 0 0 0 0
alternative assessment

% of students tested with 0 0 0 0 0

alternative assessment

SUBGROUP SCORES

1. Free and Reduced-Price
Meals/Socio-Economic/
Disadvantaged Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 85 82 88 44 39
% Advanced 23 18 63 22 23
Number of students tested 13 11 8 9 13
2. Students receiving Special

Education

% Proficient plus % Advanced 67 88 0 0 17
% Advanced 0 38 0 0 0
Number of students tested 3 8 1 3 6
3. English Language Learner

Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

4. Hispanic or Latino
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

5. African- American
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

6. Asian Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

7. American Indian or
Alaska Native Students

% Proficient plus % Advanceq 100 60 100 71 0

% Advanced [ 0 0 100 29 0
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Number of students tested

8. Native Hawaiian or other
Pacific Islander Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

9. White Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

70

95

85

77

69

% Advanced

40

42

54

39

44

Number of students tested

10

19

13

13

16

10. Two or More Races
identified Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

11. Other 1: Other 1

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

12. Other 2: Other 2

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

13. Other 3: Other 3

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

NOTES:
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STATE CRITERION--REFERENCED TESTS

Subject: Math Test: Alaska Standards-Based Assessment
All Students Tested/Grade: 7 Edition/Publication Year: 2013
Publisher:

School Year 2012-2013 2011-2012 2010-2011 2009-20[L2008-2009
Testing month Apr Apr Apr Apr Apr
SCHOOL SCORES*

% Proficient plus % Advanced 91 78 86 75 78

% Advanced 32 61 41 35 39
Number of students tested 22 18 22 20 23
Percent of total students testgd 100 100 100 100 0 10
Number of students tested wittD 0 0 0 0
alternative assessment

% of students tested with 0 0 0 0 0

alternative assessment

SUBGROUP SCORES

1. Free and Reduced-Price
Meals/Socio-Economic/
Disadvantaged Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 83 57 75 64 71
% Advanced 17 43 33 21 29
Number of students tested 12 7 12 14 7
2. Students receiving Special

Education

% Proficient plus % Advanced 67 0 33 60 50
% Advanced 0 0 0 20 25
Number of students tested 6 1 3 5 4
3. English Language Learner

Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

4. Hispanic or Latino
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

5. African- American
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

6. Asian Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

7. American Indian or
Alaska Native Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 75 100 86 60 80

% Advanced | 25 100 29 20 40
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Number of students tested

8. Native Hawaiian or other
Pacific Islander Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

9. White Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

94

79

86

79

82

% Advanced

39

64

43

43

41

Number of students tested

18

14

14

14

17

10. Two or More Races
identified Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

11. Other 1: Other 1

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

12. Other 2: Other 2

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

13. Other 3: Other 3

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

NOTES:
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STATE CRITERION--REFERENCED TESTS

Subject: Math Test: Alaska Standards-Based Assessment
All Students Tested/Grade: 8 Edition/Publication Year: 2013
Publisher:

School Year 2012-2013 2011-2012 2010-2011 2009-20[L2008-2009
Testing month Apr Apr Apr Apr Apr
SCHOOL SCORES*

% Proficient plus % Advanced 95 80 70 91 77

% Advanced 40 40 22 55 31
Number of students tested 20 25 23 22 26
Percent of total students testgd 100 100 100 100 0 10
Number of students tested wittD 0 0 0 0
alternative assessment

% of students tested with 0 0 0 0 0

alternative assessment

SUBGROUP SCORES

1. Free and Reduced-Price
Meals/Socio-Economic/
Disadvantaged Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 89 64 67 80 77
% Advanced 11 9 28 20 23
Number of students tested 9 11 18 5 13
2. Students receiving Special

Education

% Proficient plus % Advanced 100 33 33 0 60
% Advanced 0 1 1 0 0
Number of students tested 1 3 3 2 5
3. English Language Learner

Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

4. Hispanic or Latino
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

5. African- American
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

6. Asian Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

7. American Indian or
Alaska Native Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 50 88 75 100 83

% Advanced | 50 25 1 67 17
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Number of students tested

8. Native Hawaiian or other
Pacific Islander Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

9. White Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

93

75

67

88

74

% Advanced

33

44

28

50

32

Number of students tested

15

16

18

16

19

10. Two or More Races
identified Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

11. Other 1: Other 1

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

12. Other 2: Other 2

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

13. Other 3: Other 3

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

NOTES:
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STATE CRITERION--REFERENCED TESTS

Subject: Reading/ELA Test: Alaska Standards-Based Assessment
All Students Tested/Grade 3 Edition/Publication Year: 2013
Publisher:

School Year 2012-2013 2011-2012 2010-2011 2009-20[L2008-2009
Testing month Apr Apr Apr Apr Apr
SCHOOL SCORES*

% Proficient plus % Advanced 94 100 83 100 88

% Advanced 53 53 56 50 25
Number of students tested 17 21 18 16 16
Percent of total students testgd 100 100 100 100 0 10
Number of students tested wittD 0 0 0 0
alternative assessment

% of students tested with 0 0 0 0 0

alternative assessment

SUBGROUP SCORES

1. Free and Reduced-Price
Meals/Socio-Economic/
Disadvantaged Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 89 100 77 100 100
% Advanced 33 30 46 64 33
Number of students tested 9 10 13 11 9

2. Students receiving Special

Education

% Proficient plus % Advanced 0 100 50 100 100
% Advanced 0 0 17 50 0
Number of students tested 0 3 6 2 3

3. English Language Learner

Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

4. Hispanic or Latino
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

5. African- American
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

6. Asian Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

7. American Indian or
Alaska Native Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 75 100 0 100 100

% Advanced [ 0 0 0 25 0

Page 31 of 42



Number of students tested

8. Native Hawaiian or other
Pacific Islander Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

9. White Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

100

100

94

100

83

% Advanced

75

56

63

70

25

Number of students tested

12

18

16

10

12

10. Two or More Races
identified Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

11. Other 1: Other 1

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

12. Other 2: Other 2

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

13. Other 3: Other 3

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

NOTES:
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STATE CRITERION--REFERENCED TESTS

Subject: Reading/ELA Test: Alaska Standards-Based Assessment
All Students Tested/Grade: 4 Edition/Publication Year: 2013
Publisher:

School Year 2012-2013 2011-2012 2010-2011 2009-20[L2008-2009
Testing month Apr Apr Apr Apr Apr
SCHOOL SCORES*

% Proficient plus % Advanced 96 82 94 68 100

% Advanced 39 47 50 16 35
Number of students tested 23 17 16 19 17
Percent of total students testgd 100 100 100 100 0 10
Number of students tested wittD 0 0 0 0
alternative assessment

% of students tested with 0 0 0 0 0

alternative assessment

SUBGROUP SCORES

1. Free and Reduced-Price
Meals/Socio-Economic/
Disadvantaged Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 91 85 89 67 100
% Advanced 18 54 44 0 25
Number of students tested 11 13 9 9 8
2. Students receiving Special

Education

% Proficient plus % Advanced 67 40 100 33 100
% Advanced 0 20 50 17 0
Number of students tested 3 5 2 6 2

3. English Language Learner

Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

4. Hispanic or Latino
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

5. African- American
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

6. Asian Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

7. American Indian or
Alaska Native Students

% Proficient plus % Advanceq 100 0 75 40 100

% Advanced [ 0 0 25 0 0
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Number of students tested

8. Native Hawaiian or other
Pacific Islander Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

9. White Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

95

93

100

77

100

% Advanced

45

57

60

23

39

Number of students tested

20

14

10

13

13

10. Two or More Races
identified Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

11. Other 1: Other 1

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

12. Other 2: Other 2

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

13. Other 3: Other 3

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

NOTES:
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STATE CRITERION--REFERENCED TESTS

Subject: Reading/ELA Test: Alaska Standards-Based Assessment
All Students Tested/Grade: 5 Edition/Publication Year: 2013
Publisher:

School Year 2012-2013 2011-2012 2010-2011 2009-20[L2008-2009
Testing month Apr Apr Apr Apr Apr
SCHOOL SCORES*

% Proficient plus % Advanced 95 95 91 100 80

% Advanced 43 32 5 35 35
Number of students tested 21 19 22 20 20
Percent of total students testgd 100 100 100 100 0 10
Number of students tested wittD 0 0 0 0
alternative assessment

% of students tested with 0 0 0 0 0

alternative assessment

SUBGROUP SCORES

1. Free and Reduced-Price
Meals/Socio-Economic/
Disadvantaged Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 93 91 83 100 56
% Advanced 36 37 0 18 33
Number of students tested 14 11 12 11 9
2. Students receiving Special

Education

% Proficient plus % Advanced 80 100 83 100 50
% Advanced 0 0 0 0 50
Number of students tested 5 3 6 1 2
3. English Language Learner

Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

4. Hispanic or Latino
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

5. African- American
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

6. Asian Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

7. American Indian or
Alaska Native Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 50 80 80 100 86

% Advanced [ 0 0 0 0 14
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Number of students tested

8. Native Hawaiian or other
Pacific Islander Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

9. White Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

100

100

94

100

75

% Advanced

48

37

40

42

Number of students tested

19

11

17

15

12

10. Two or More Races
identified Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

11. Other 1: Other 1

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

12. Other 2: Other 2

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

13. Other 3: Other 3

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

NOTES:
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STATE CRITERION--REFERENCED TESTS

Subject: Reading/ELA Test: Alaska Standards-Based Assessment
All Students Tested/Grade: 6 Edition/Publication Year: 2013
Publisher:

School Year 2012-2013 2011-2012 2010-2011 2009-20[L2008-2009
Testing month Apr Apr Apr Apr Apr
SCHOOL SCORES*

% Proficient plus % Advanced 94 79 100 95 80

% Advanced 44 25 50 43 40
Number of students tested 18 24 16 21 20
Percent of total students testgd 100 100 100 100 0 10
Number of students tested wittD 0 0 0 0
alternative assessment

% of students tested with 0 0 0 0 0

alternative assessment

SUBGROUP SCORES

1. Free and Reduced-Price
Meals/Socio-Economic/
Disadvantaged Students

% Proficient plus % Advanceq 92 73 100 89 69
% Advanced 39 18 50 33 23
Number of students tested 13 11 8 9 13
2. Students receiving Special

Education

% Proficient plus % Advanced 67 63 100 67 33
% Advanced 33 25 0 33 0
Number of students tested 3 8 1 3 6
3. English Language Learner

Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

4. Hispanic or Latino
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

5. African- American
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

6. Asian Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

7. American Indian or
Alaska Native Students

% Proficient plus % Advanceq 100 60 100 100 100

% Advanced [ 0 0 0 14 0
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Number of students tested

8. Native Hawaiian or other
Pacific Islander Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

9. White Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

90

84

100

92

75

% Advanced

60

32

46

54

50

Number of students tested

10

19

13

13

16

10. Two or More Races
identified Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

11. Other 1: Other 1

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

12. Other 2: Other 2

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

13. Other 3: Other 3

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

NOTES:
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STATE CRITERION--REFERENCED TESTS

Subject: Reading/ELA Test: Alaska Standards-Based Assessment
All Students Tested/Grade: 7 Edition/Publication Year: 2013
Publisher:

School Year 2012-2013 2011-2012 2010-2011 2009-20[L2008-2009
Testing month Apr Apr Apr Apr Apr
SCHOOL SCORES*

% Proficient plus % Advanced 86 100 96 90 96

% Advanced 36 67 55 30 52
Number of students tested 22 18 22 20 23
Percent of total students testgd 100 100 100 100 0 10
Number of students tested wittD 0 0 0 0
alternative assessment

% of students tested with 0 0 0 0 0

alternative assessment

SUBGROUP SCORES

1. Free and Reduced-Price
Meals/Socio-Economic/
Disadvantaged Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 83 100 92 86 86
% Advanced 33 43 50 21 29
Number of students tested 12 7 12 14 7
2. Students receiving Special

Education

% Proficient plus % Advanced 67 100 67 60 75
% Advanced 17 0 33 0 50
Number of students tested 6 1 3 5 4
3. English Language Learner

Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

4. Hispanic or Latino
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

5. African- American
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

6. Asian Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

7. American Indian or
Alaska Native Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 75 100 100 100 100

% Advanced [ 0 100 29 20 80
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Number of students tested

8. Native Hawaiian or other
Pacific Islander Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

9. White Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

89

100

93

86

100

% Advanced

44

64

64

36

47

Number of students tested

18

14

14

14

17

10. Two or More Races
identified Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

11. Other 1: Other 1

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

12. Other 2: Other 2

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

13. Other 3: Other 3

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

NOTES:
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STATE CRITERION--REFERENCED TESTS

Subject: Reading/ELA Test: Alaska Standards-Based Assessment
All Students Tested/Grade: 8 Edition/Publication Year: 2013
Publisher:

School Year 2012-2013 2011-2012 2010-2011 2009-20[L2008-2009
Testing month Apr Apr Apr Apr Apr
SCHOOL SCORES*

% Proficient plus % Advanced 100 96 91 96 89

% Advanced 55 52 48 55 39
Number of students tested 20 25 23 22 26
Percent of total students testgd 100 100 100 100 0 10
Number of students tested wittD 0 0 0 0
alternative assessment

% of students tested with 0 0 0 0 0

alternative assessment

SUBGROUP SCORES

1. Free and Reduced-Price
Meals/Socio-Economic/
Disadvantaged Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 100 91 87 80 92
% Advanced 33 37 40 20 23
Number of students tested 9 11 15 5 13
2. Students receiving Special

Education

% Proficient plus % Advanced 100 100 67 50 100
% Advanced 0 33 0 1 0
Number of students tested 1 3 6 2 5

3. English Language Learner

Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

4. Hispanic or Latino
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

5. African- American
Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

6. Asian Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

7. American Indian or
Alaska Native Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced 100 88 100 100 83

% Advanced [ 0 38 50 100 17
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Number of students tested

8. Native Hawaiian or other
Pacific Islander Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

9. White Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

100

100

89

94

90

% Advanced

60

57

50

38

42

Number of students tested

15

16

18

16

19

10. Two or More Races
identified Students

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

11. Other 1: Other 1

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

12. Other 2: Other 2

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

13. Other 3: Other 3

% Proficient plus % Advanced

% Advanced

Number of students tested

NOTES:
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